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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of tlie appropriate paragrapins of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1, 3-6, 8-11 and13-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Abbott et al. (2003/0046401). 

As to claim 1, Abbott teaches a method of dynamically presenting an appropriate 
user interface to be provided to a user operating a mobile device, the method 
comprising: 

maintaining a profile (look up table) characteristics of available or existing voice 
user interface capabilities/ characteristics associated with the device (Par.0032, 0034, 
1114-1121); 

storing an application or a task having voice user interface features on the device 
or on a server in communication with the device (Par.1545); 

examining/determining and selecting the voice user interface features of the 
application which are appropriate to the profile and refraining from using inappropriate 
features, wherein the selected user interface includes information to be presented to the 
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user and interaction controls tliat can be manipulated by the user. (Par.0037, 1290. 
1 472, 1 545, 2042, 21 20-21 27, 31 52, claim 42, Figs, 1,4,7,11) 

As to Claim 3, Abbott teaches in which the maintaining step includes maintaining 
information relating to any combination of vocabulary, dialogue, automatic speech 
recognition and text-to-speech synthesis capabilities (Par.21 20-21 27, 3152). 

As to Claim 4, Abbott teaches in which the maintaining step includes maintaining 
information relating to grammar capabilities, for example whether statistical or context 
free (unconstrained) grammar capabilities are associated with the device (Par.21 20- 
2127). 

As to Claim 5, Abbott teaches retrieving one or more definitions for combining 
available user interface elements to satisfy and in a manner that is appropriate to the 
determined application (Claim 31). 

As to Claim 6, Abbott teaches a mobile device, comprising: 

A storage device for maintaining a profile of voice user interface capabilities 
associated with the device; 

A means for examining at least part of the profile; 

And an application runner arranged to run an application using voice user 
interface features of the application which are appropriate to the profile and to refrain 
from using inappropriate features (Figs. 1-12) 

As to Claim 8, Abbott teaches in which the maintaining step includes maintaining 
information relating to any combination of vocabulary, dialogue, automatic speech 
recognition and text-to-speech synthesis capabilities (Par.21 20-21 27, 3152). 
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As to Claim 9, Abbott teaclies in wliich the maintaining step includes maintaining 
information relating to grammar capabilities, for example whether statistical or context 
free (unconstrained) grammar capabilities are associated with the device (Par.2120- 
2127). 

As to Claim 10, Abbott teaches retrieving one or more definitions for combining 
available user interface elements to satisfy and in a manner that is appropriate to the 
determined application (Claim 31). 

As to Claim 11, Abbott teaches system comprising: a mobile device having voice 
user interface capabilities; and a server, capable of communicating with the mobile 
device, the server being arranged to examine at least part of a profile voice user 
interface capabilities associated with the mobile device, and to run an application using 
voice user interface features of the application which are appropriate to the profile and 
to refrain from using inappropriate features (Par.1019). 

As to Claim 13, Abbott teaches in which the maintaining step includes 
maintaining information relating to any combination of vocabulary, dialogue, automatic 
speech recognition and text-to-speech synthesis capabilities (Par.21 20-21 27, 3152). 

As to Claim 14, Abbott teaches in which the maintaining step includes 
maintaining information relating to grammar capabilities, for example whether statistical 
or context free (unconstrained) grammar capabilities are associated with the device 
(Par.21 20-21 27). 
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As to Claim 15, Abbott teaclies retrieving one or more definitions for combining 
available user interface elements to satisfy and in a manner that is appropriate to the 
determined application (Claim 31). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2, 7, 12 and 16-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Abbott as applied above, and further in view of Carter (6,208,336). 

As to claim 16-17, Abbott teaches a method for determining the appropriate voice 
interface feature for an application/task using device characteristic as addressed above. 
Abbott however, doesn't teach the step of testing the device. Carter however teaches 
testing a user interface comprising maintaining a profile (command class library) of a 
user interface capabilities/functionalities, controlling a run time application (emulator) to 
emulate the Interface capabilities associated with the application and running the 
application (abstract; Fig.2, Col.2, lines 53-60, Col.4, lines 5-15, 40, 50). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's Invention to 
include the claimed testing step in Abbott teaching, for the purpose of modifying or 
Improving the system based on the result. 
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As to claim 2, 7 and 12, Carte teaclies an execution unit attempting to initialize 
the features at run time of the application and determining which feature of the user 
interface were initiated successfully (Fig.4A-4C) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 
The following Is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification sliall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
mailing and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 5, 10 and15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing 
to comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention, the specification doesn't describe what the "definition forming part" is and/or 
how it is implemented. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Comerford (7, 024,363), abstract, claims 1-2. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel D. Abebe whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7615. The examiner can normally be reached on monday-friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Hudspeth can be reached on 571-272-7843. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Daniel D Abebe/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2626 



